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Hr. Jamas K Hall, Chief 3/27/82 

POIPA Section 

m 

Washington, D.C. 20335 
Dear i- ‘r.’ Hall, 

In the March 25, 1082 answer to my letter of February 18, 1982, SA Phillips 
resorts to the identical misrepresentation and deception he employed in hie 
Mgrsh 22, 1982 declaration. In 'both formulations, with regard to Dallas film and 
tapes, he- says thefe are none "contained" in the Dallas office that have not been 
provided. He does not state and without perjury he cannot state that there axe 
no Dallas films and tapes that have not bean provided beca”**e he knows there are. 
The moat perfunctory D&llsJ search will disclose their existence and there present 
location. They con be provided and they were to have be«n provided long ego 
pursuant to^ December 16, I960 letter of Aaeeoiate attorney General John H. Shene- 
field. 


In that letter the AAQ states that "there are various films and tapes In these 
, y f Jet x. 

(i.s., Dallas and New rleans;^ which ware nop processed for possible release to Mr. 
Vaisberg. The Bureau will now consult with him regarding these materials and will 


process any which are of interest to him." 

e 

Since then the PHI has not consulted to me with regard to this matter and until 
the imminence of action in court did not bother to respond to my letters shout it. 
And even now if seeks to deceive and mislead in order to withhold public 

information. The one matter taken up with my counsel was the Karina Oswald tapes. 
Because of their nature and thai content which was known to me I waived thsm only. 
They hold personal information that ought not he made public. ' 

If the judge believed the Phillips affirmation he was deceived and misl ea d , 
and it cannot be accidental. 

When those films and tapes were loaned by the Dallas office, unless it departed 


from clear FBI practise it prepared a covering in cntory, copies of which are required 
to be in Its files and those of FBIHU. They also are included in pre-existing 



Dallas inventories 


It simply ia not poeaihle that PKLHQ i. not nan. of the preaent location of 
theae films and tapes for at least the past fiTe years. It likewise ia impossible 
that Dallar'Oould not infor« PBIHQ, should any inquiry have been necessary, of 
wliat left its office, whan it left and where it was sent. 

If I have to inform the C ourt of this I will. Howevel? yttt^day the Court 

ir K 

reflected a great desire to and this litigation, a deaire I share, and I would 

prefer not to bother the Court without meed* 

. t . 

And if Si Phillips were as fgml ll a r with this oasa aa ha would like the 

V 

Court to believe, he would never have dared try pull ouch a dirty trick. 

I have read the Dallas records. The fil* ia a matter of great interest to ae. 
*y third book is devoted to the existing film that was suppressed. It Includes the 
facsimile reproduction of a number of Dallas records pertaining to the film that 
Dallas obtained , ~fo some it avoided obtaining until it had no choice, and what it 
sent to the Warren Commission. The information contained in the n.n- records I 
received in C.A. 76-0322 a dds greatly to whmt was available in the Coomiealon's 
records. The Dellatffcecoa^ also reflect the fact that although the Dallas office 
pretended otherwise it made oopdea of whmt it sent to the CondLaaion and kept thin 
fact secret from the Commission. 

Prom tlw time of the AAG'e letter until now the PHI has not that 

Dallas doaB not "contain" theae records nor did it represent to the appeals office 
that they did not exist. At its request I wee in touch with the appeals office. 

I was informed that I would receive prints of all fil* and of all tapds. 

The appeals office was aware of their existence, if not, as I believe, their 
location at that time. 

With regard to the third paragraph of your letter, what I wrote was based on 
a liat prepared by a student. When I began to write you further about this I 
discovered error in that student' a work. It now is not possible for me to duplicate 
that checking, particularly not within any length of t^ae I believe the Court 



wou*d now consider. I therefore waive that matter. 

“ ltt r% ** W **“ “°" tir «» 1» MH«ulf 1. „ ft.™* to 

“ *“ “ * h ° UJd “* ■““>* «tt «r major problMD It Mltotu 

• 07 rn. th. nu.w or . 14o h i d „ ..t ^ ^ ^ tta . w . rfflo> 

about this and I believe provided the number lien. However tv^+ 

men. however* that appeal was ignored 

and there is no letter from it to which I can refer. 

for your Information M anolotonco, f. H.rvoy W*. 
tlon. ~fto th. Dalian offiu. ood fft . thrf fnlu* lo.fr for Hooty. Ul 
knoaUda, „r .hi, ulthfld f™. th. toff.*.. (Ho FBI told th. C omal « 
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W not told too halloa yollu. of hi. JUfabna, In Dalian nr hid yaa«.) aif, 

xotiroaant of thon Doc Cordf a^ain. th. foot of thl. thfat by O.nnld .nd it> 
deatruntloo Iftad to th. h^liltea-asald. Tf,. ^ 
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dontradlotad oach afar - Hoot, of d that ^Wlm fid hU * doatfy h-.f . 
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hlotorlcal lafrto^to. I, locating thl. In fclf. i. ^ ^ ^ 

ahould bo a OOJOr at FEUdi knloh ought not bo difficult to locate, 
v su fieri i*» 
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tMnk it is apparent that I am not making any additional request. 

oinoapely 



Harold W elm berg 



